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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections -35USC§112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 12, 20, and 21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The term "connecting part" is vague and indefinite. 
It is not clear what said "connecting part" is and how it functions. Please distinctly claim 
the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 - 4, 18, and 25-27 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ramsauer. Ramsauer discloses a locking mechanism for a machine casing, or cabinet, 
having a door 12. Ramsauer does not disclose the machine as being a washing 
machine, however no patentable weight is given to the limitation of "washing machine" 
considering the structure disclosed by the applicant is merely a cabinet and door, which 
Ramsauer fully discloses. The locking mechanism comprises a handle 20 attached to a 
first hinge unit at 104, a latch attached to a second hinge unit at 22, and an elastic unit 
74 that biases said second hinge unit in a locked position. The handle part contains a 
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first lever part, the majority of the bar, and a second lever part integrated with the first, 
the smaller tip 50. The first lever part is wider and longer than the second lever part. 
The latch contains a third lever part to the left of hinge 22, and a fourth lever part to the 
right of 22 with a hook 30 that fits in hole 1 14 in the cabinet. The third and fourth lever 
parts are integrated and the third is in contact with the second. When the first lever part 
is pulled, part 50 pushes the third lever part, and the elastic part 74 is compressed 
allowing the latch to be rotatably released. The latch penetrates a through-hole 120 in 
the door. The second hinge part comprises support members 46, rotatably supporting a 
hub with walls 56 and 58. Unit 22 has a shaft. Bearing 54 passes through the shaft and 
the hub and is supported by walls 56 and 58. The hub acts as the center of rotation for 
the latch. Members 48 are considered to function as brackets and have holes to allow 
the bearing to pass through which allow the latch to be mounted. The hook 30, which 
locks the door, is perpendicular to the fourth lever part, which extends outwardly 
through through-holes 114 and 120. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-11, 13-19, 22-24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ostdiek et al. in view of Ramsauer. Ostdiek et al. teaches a washing 
machine with a transparent part (see Figure 1) mounted to a frame with an open center 
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as well as a locking mechanism comprising latch 43 and latch receiving units 46 and 48 
in the frame of the cabinet, which is common in the art. It would be obvious to 
implement any known locking mechanism known at the time of the invention, in the 
washing machine of Ostdiek et al. Furthermore, rearrangement of parts was held to 
have been obvious. In re Japikse 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1955). The locking mechanism 
of Ramsauer, which contains the structural limitations of claims 1 - 4 as stated above, 
could be implemented in the machine of Ostdiek et al, so that the door-locking unit is 
disposed between the transparent part and the frame. In regards to claims 7, 8, and 15, 
Ramsauer discloses a hinge for the latch assembly comprising parts 46 and 48 which 
read on support members and brackets as stated above. These parts further read on 
support projections and seats. The walls 56 and 58 are equivalent to stoppers. 
Duplication of parts was held to have been obvious. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Beemis Co. 
Inc. 193 USPQ 8, 1 1 (1977); In re Harza 124 USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960). Since 
Ramsauer already discloses the equivalent structures associated with the second hinge 
at 22, it would be obvious to include the same structures with the first hinge at 104. In 
regards to claims 17 and 19, Ramsauer discloses third and fourth lever parts that 
operate with the first and second lever parts to provide the function of opening the door. 
In the case of Ramsauer, the second lever part is perpendicular to the first. 
Rearrangement of parts was held to have been obvious. In re Japikse 86 USPQ 70 
(CCPA 1955). It would have been obvious to make the third part perpendicular to the 
fourth instead of the first part perpendicular to the second, thereby providing the same 
mechanical action. Noting that the handle part is perpendicular to the latch in the 
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invention of Ramsauer, just as disclosed by the applicant, it could therefore be 
implemented so that the third lever part extends from the hub horizontally to the 
transparent part and the fourth lever part extends perpendicularly to the transparent part 
through the through-holes when implemented in a washing machine like that of Ostdiek 
et al. Ramsauer discloses the additional mechanical features of claims 6, 9-11, 1 3, 14, 
16, 18, 22-24 as stated above in paragraph 3. It would have been obvious at the time of 
the invention to modify Ostdiek et al., and include the locking mechanism of Ramsauer, 
to provide a door latch that is readily accessible to the user. 

6. Claims 12, 20, and 21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ostdiek et al. in view of Ramsauer and further in view of Onderka et al. As stated 
above, Ramsuer discloses a functionally equivalent locking mechanism including an 
elastic member that is compressed when the handle is actuated. This elastic member is 
in the form of a compressible spring, not a wound coil. Wound coils are well known in 
the art for providing biasing means. Onderka et al. discloses such a coil with legs 56 
and 57 disposed about a hub 55 (Figure 10) for providing biasing means to a latch like 
that disclosed Ramsauer and the applicant. Furthermore, the spring legs are connected 
to each other by the body of the coil. In regards to the placement of the spring legs, or 
coil parts, rearrangement of parts was held to have been obvious. In re Japikse 86 
USPQ 70 (CCPA 1955). Onderka discloses all of the functional parts of the coil, and 
when implemented in place of the spring on Ramsauer, rearrangement of the legs to fit 
properly in between the bracket and hub would be obvious. However, independent of 
this rearrangement, the coil of Onderka is still a functional equivalent to the coil of the 
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applicant. Upon the modification in view of Onderka, claim 21 is rejected on the same 
grounds as claims 17 and 19 as stated above in paragraph 5. It would have been 
obvious at the time of the invention, to modify Ostdiek et al. as stated above and include 
the locking mechanism of Ramsauer, and further modify Ramsauer and Ostdiek et al. 
by including a coil, as taught by Onderka, to provide biasing means of which motivation 
for is taught in both Ramsauer and Onderka. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Heckert whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2702. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr can be reached on (571)272-1414. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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